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Reply Comments of W43AG, Hopkinsville, Ky.

W*AG, Hopkinsville, Kentucky, respectfully submits
these PLY COMMENTS to Petition No. RM - 7772 filed by the
Communiy Broadcasters Association on June 10, 1991.

Ini its original Petition, the CBA made categorically
clear ~hat it is not attempting to change the secondary
status lof stations licensed in the low power television
service. Yet commenters in opposition to the Petition seemed
to base substantial parts of their arguments in opposition to
the Pe i tion on a premise that the CBA is attempting to do
otherwi e. Nothing in their comments supports any such
conclus'on. One commenter referred to the Petition as a
"back d or" approach to get what CBA couldn't get through the
front oor. They even went so far as to request denial of
the Pe i tion solely on the grounds that some LPTV stations
may be displaced by High Definition Television. It appears
from th comments that some of our detractors had hoped HDTV
would b their "back door" method of eliminating the economic
com eti ion that Low Power stations are providing for their
member tations (in the NAB's case, both television and radio
station). No where in the CBA Petition does the CBA
questio or deny that it is a secondary service. Nothing
sought ! in the Petition would change, amend, or delay that
position.



Commenters imply that we should not be treated equally
because we don't go through comparative hearings. They don't
mention that the criteria for weighting the low power lottery
are based upon many of the same "merits" that are used in
comparative hearings for full power stations. Nor do they
mention that only a small percentage of stations granted in
comparative hearings are today owned by the entity which
originally got the license.

In its original Report and Order, the commission wrote:

" ..• we do not intend to cater to full service
I icensees unreasonable fears of competition from low power
stations, and fetter the low power service for that reason.
We believe~ power can provide competition that stimulates
the entire telecommunications marketplace. II It is this
competition about which the Commission wrote, that now
concerns the NAB and the INTV.

It is indeed a compliment to the low power television
industry that the nation's two broadcasting giants have
leveled their guns on it. Do they protest too loudly? We
think they do. The fact that low power television is
growing, while other broadcast services represented by these
associations are not, is of understandable concern to them.
However, the thinly veiled smokescreen of opposition they
present fails to mention that just this month, the FCC placed
an additional 703 Low Power Construction Permits on Public
Notice, the largest number in history. This is evidence for
the continued, pent up demand for local television service.
Local service can be defined either as service to a community
not otherwise served by a television station, as would be the
case of a rural area, or it could be service to an unserved
segment of an urban community, i.e., the Hispanic low power
stations in Washington D.C.

The heavy hitters also seemed possessed with some
convoluted argument that it is wrong to try to better
oneself. What NAB or INTV member would attempt to devalue his
investment, rather than enhance it. They write as if no one
ever bought a 3,000 watt Class A PM radio station and then
upgraded it, even to the extreme of changing the city of
license if necessary, to increase its value. Only recently,
Class A FM's were permitted to increase their power from 3kw
to 6kw, IN ORDER TO BETTER SERVE THEIR COMMUNITIES. The FCC
recently approved a new class of FM station, the 25 KW, C3



class, to enable local radio stations to increase their
coverage area. Yet these same applicants knew the "bargain"
they were getting when they applied for or bought their
stations. In each of these cases, the Commission acted with
the caveat that the stations must meet existing interference
criteria, which is exactly what we are seeking. In many
ways, the coverage needs of low power television stations,
especially those in rural areas, are much more similar to
local radio stations than to the mega-million watt full power
television stations serving much larger areas. Local low
power television stations are entitled to the same
considerations as local radio stations in terms of their
needs for additional power and coverage.

As to the call letter issue, in every other instance,
the FCC has issued standard calls. Whether AM or FM,
3KW or 100,000 KW, daytime only, full time, 50,000 watt clear
channel, UHF-TV or VHF-TV, the calls are all four letters, or
six letters if the "FM" or "TV" designations are included.
When the low power service was created, the FCC retained the
translator call scheme in order to minimize the effects on
its own resources. Circumstances have now presented
themselves which clearly show a need for the Commission to
change something which is now ten years old. As a station
which has been on the air and operating for seven years, the
single biggest element of confusion-in our operation is our
odd call letter designation. The argument that low power
stations don't cover the entire marketplace and wouldn't show
well in the ratings even if they had "regular" call signs,
evidences a lack of understanding of the low power industry.
Or reveals more smokescreens. Why would NAB and INTV oppose
four letter call signs other than to try to protect their
members from competition. Arbitron publishes a "County by
County" report, which measures viewing by county. Many low
power stations show up well and even lead the viewing in
their counties. Additionally, it might surprise some
commenters to find out how much impact a low power could make
on the entire marketplace if it had the proper call letters.
Not one iota of evidence is offered that low power stations'
ratings problems aren't caused in part by the call letter
problem. Substantial numbers of low power stations show up
in their Arbitron and Nielson ratings. They might show up
much better if they had the advantage of normal calls signs
which they could promote and with which viewers could become
familiar and comfortable. Changing the call letters to
conform with the rest of the industry is clearly in the
public interest.





CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Lucy S. Colebaugh, do hereby certify that on
September 30, 1991, I mailed copies of the foregoing Reply
Comments of W43AG, Hopkinsville, Ky. by postage-paid, first­
class United States mail, to the following:

William K. Rowell
3760 John Young Parkway
Suite 101
Orlando, FL 32804

Hilding Larson
Matrix TV 15
615 Tank Farm Road
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

Louis A. Zanoni
Azntech, Inc.
77 Shady Lane
Trenton, NJ 08619

John Schaller
TV45/Katy Communications
6110 Broadcast parkway
Rockford, IL 61111

Deepak Viswanath
TV36
11-D Jules Lane
New Brunswick, NJ 08901

Andrew W. Knapp
W28AJ
Paging Associates, Inc.
24 Rockdale Road
West Haven, CT 06516

Paul V. Engle
S. Jersey Television, Inc.
P. O. Box 888
Hammonton, NJ 08037

Community Broadcasters
Association
P. O. Box 26736
Milwaukee, WI 53226

Christopher T. York
David C. Solomon
C. Joyce Fenstermacher
TV50, Inc.
5215 Embassy Drive
Corpus Christi, TX 78411

Suzanne Chamberlain
W58AV - Channel 58
16 Agassiz Circle
Buffalo, New York 14214

Lee Dolnick
WCTV, Inc.
332 W. Broadway, Suite 43
P. O. Box 2232
Waukesha, WI 53187-2232

Scott D. Miller
Station W18AN
Lincoln Memorial University
Cumberland Gap Parkway
Harrogate, TN 37752-0901

Frank H. Tyro
Salish Kootenai College
Box 117
Pablo, Montana 59855

A. B. Herman
Port Services Company
6347 N. Marine Drive
Portland, OR 97203



Earl Marlar
W12BU/TV
P. O. Box 121
Heiskell, TN 37754

David C. Huot
Station W18AE
Killington Road
Killington, VT05751

W. S. Conley
C/TEC Corporation
P. O. Box 210046
Dallas, TX 75211

Ronald D. Kniffin
TV37 WAW
Hometown Vision, Inc.
184 Monroe Avenue
Rochester, NY 14607

John D. Engelbrecht
S. Central Communications
Corp.
P. O. Box 3848
Evansville, Indiana 47736

Sherwood H. Craig
Channel 17 UHF
P. O. Box 17
Brewer, ME 04412

Michael A. Jett
Northeastern State University
Tahlequah, OK 74464-7098

Jeremy M. Coghlan
AVN, Inc.
2827 Central Avenue
Augusta, GA 30909

J. T. Whitlock
WLBN-WLSK
Radio Station Road
Lebanon, KY 40033

Ray Karpowicz
WBR-TV
115 Bell Tower Mall
Fort Myers, FL 33907

Richard E. Koenig
Station K11SN-Channel 11
405 Business Loop 70 East
Columbia, MO 65201

Glenn Shoemaker
Channel 17 K17CU
9454 Waples Street
San Diego, CA 92121

Lanny R. Capps
VIP Channel 55
VIP, Inc.
511 W. 19th Street
Jasper, Alabama 35501

J. Rodger Skinner, Jr.
TRA Communiations
Consultants, Inc.
600 W. Hillsboro Blvd.
Suite 27 - 3rd Floor
Deerfield Beach, FL 33441

Kenneth Baker, S.J.
Catholic Views Broadcast,
Inc.
86 Riverside Drive
New York, NY 10024

Robert S. Moore
Home Town TV48
716 N. Westwood
Toledo, OH 43607

Lee R. Shoblom
London Bridge Broadcasting,
2001 Industrial Blvd.
Lake Havasu City, AZ 86403

Community Broadcasting Assn
P. O. Box 26736
Milwaukee, WI 53226



Saleem Tawil
Global Information
Technologies, Inc.
111 Congress Ave., #2530
Austin, TX 78701

James J. Popham
Association of Independent
Television Stations, Inc.
1200 18th Street, N.W.
Suite 502
Washington, D.C. 20036

Henry L. Baumann
Jack N. Goodman
National Association of
Broadcasters
1771 N Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 30046

David A. Post
Channel America Television

Network, Inc.
24 West 57 Street
Suite 804
New York, NY 10019

Benjamin Perez
Abacus LPTV Investments
1801 Columbia Road, N.W.
Suite 101
Washington, D.C. 20009

Jonathan D. Blake
Gregory D. Schmidt
Covington & Burling
P. O. Box 7566
washington, D.C. 20044
Attorneys for AMSTV

Joseph P. Benkert
Holme, Roberts & Owen
Suite 4100
1700 Lincoln
Denver, CO 80203
Attorneys for NTA


